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1- Beyond Neoliberalism: Civil Society as a Transnational Project (By Soenke Zehle) 

In its most general sense, the term "civil society" refers to an autonomous, self-organized public and multiple 
forms of civic initiative. In the context of the civil rights movements of Eastern Europe, the term 
characterized a movement of dissidents, whose independent media projects supported the general demand 
for freedom of assembly, opinion, and organization. 

2- The upside down world of neo-liberal economics (By J amie Morgan) 

In the upside-down world of neo-liberal economics, reality must be made to conform to the theoretical 
models. Relevance is therefore about what is appropriate to method rather than what is interesting about 
some aspect of the world. Ideas and unquantifiable values get in the way, while issues like instability and 
crises are not easily incorporated into the models. They are part of questions that cannot be cannot be 
asked. The article describes how this logic, that Pierre Bourdieu calls the new “planetary vulgate,” works. 

3- Trade Unions Call on Summit to Refocus Global Environmental Facility Funds (By Lucien 
Royer) 

Trade unions were quick to communicate with the WSSD government negotiators today in response to the 
recent positive news that 32 donor nations have pledged almost $3 billion to replenish the Global 
Environmental Facility (GEF), an unprecedented amount of money, as a major boost to the Johannesburg 
Summit. 

4- Top J udges to Fortify Environmental Law Enforcement (By Environment News Service) 
Criminals in many parts of the world are getting away with trade in illegal timber, endangered species and 
hazardous wastes mainly as a result of the lax way in which national and international laws covering these 
and other environmental crimes are implemented and enforced. 

5- End Corporate Rule! Quarantine the | MF & World Bank (By 50 Years is enough) 

The visionaries who conceived a world run by corporations, a world which imagines profit is the sole 
legitimate motivation and business the only legitimate vocation, will have the audacity to gather in large 
numbers in Washington, DC this fall. 


rights, or the structure of international financial 
institutions on the agenda of world politics. 


Beyond Neoliberalism: Civil Society as a 
Transnational Project 


By Soenke Zehle 


In its most general sense, the term "civil society" 
refers to an autonomous, self-organized public and 
multiple forms of civic initiative. In the context of 
the civil rights movements of Eastern Europe, the 
term characterized a movement of dissidents, 
whose independent media projects supported the 
general demand for freedom of assembly, opinion, 
and organization. The phrase "international civil 
society" is often used to describe the plurality of 
non-state actors, whose transnational activism has 
placed questions of environmentalism, human 


"Civic" Society & The Ethos of Self-Organization 


Concepts like civil society are most often discussed 
in a national context. A recent examples is the 
report of the Enquete-Commission of the German 
Bundestag on "The Future of Civic Engagement." 
Here, a "civic" society is defined as a_ national 
network of self-organized associations outside of 
state, economy, and family, committed to a variety 
of charitable efforts. 


The analysis of various forms of "self-organization" 
ultimately aims at a new division of labor between 
state, economy, and society. The key concepts of 
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the report suggest what such a new social order 
might look like: the vision of an "enabling state" 
reduced to its "primary" responsibilities is central to 
its argument. Measures to improve the "efficiency" 
of public administration are accompanied by a 
valorization of self-organization. Through the 
"openness" of its institutions, the state facilitates 
self-organization in the name of "participatory 
justice." Add to this the commitment of corporations 
encouraged to assume civic responsibilities as 
"corporate citizens." The principle of subsidiarity 
serves aS main criterium of this reordering of 
responsibilities: once a new "culture of the social" 
has been established, the state will only have to 
intervene whenever the "ressources" of civil society 
have been exhausted. 


Outside of the traditional mechanisms _ of 
acculturation and social integration like churches, 
schools, political parties, or labor unions, alternative 
forms of mobilization and organization have 
emerged. The vision of a "civic society" is, 
therefore, trying to identify new mechanisms that 
might build a sense of mutuality and solidarity 
within an increasingly heterogeneous citizenry. In 
addition to affirming the complementary principles 
of solidarity and subsidiarity, the report introduces 
the notion of "social capital" to describe the 
knowledge of structures of cooperation and 
accountability, but also experiences of commonality 
and mutuality. Both result and prerequisite of self- 
organization, "social capital" becomes the most 
important ressource of a "civic" society that can no 
longer count on extensive public support. 


"Civic" Society - More than a Neoliberal Project 


The vision of a "lean" and "enabling" state along 
with a self-organizing dynamic of mutual support is 
part of what has generally been described as 
"neoliberalism." In analogy to a_ self-regulating 
market, a self-organizing civil society emerges that 
assumes responsibility for the majority of tasks now 
associated with the welfare state. Under the banner 
of subsidiarity, an autonomous practice of solidarity 
is turned into a general social obligation, structural 
requirement of a_ self-organizing citizenry. The 
"lean" state will focus primarily on issues of 
domestic and national security along with economic 
development. New social policy projects are 
acceptable only in so far as they improve the 
attractiveness of a location - city, state, or nation - 
for development and investment. The elaboration of 
the concept of a "civic" society is thus also a matter 
of legitimating the transformation of the welfare 
state. 
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Whenever "state" and "society" are thought to be 
independent entities, civil society appears as neutral 
terrain of conflict resolution, and its material 
constitution - the conditions and principles of its 
operation - remains obscure. According the the 
philosopher Antonio Gramsci, civil society as a 
specifically bourgois form of self-organization serves 
to establish cultural hegemony: the concept of a 
"civic" or civil society itself turns into a terrain of 
social conflict and counter-hegemonic contestation. 
The question is whether the concept of a "civic" or 
civil society can be shifted from its neoliberal 
connotations toward a more radical reappropriation 
of the political. 


This applies to the concept of self-organization as 
well. Borrowed from the natural sciences, the 
metaphor becomes the vehicle of a biologization of 
the social: self-organization becomes a "natural" 
mode of social being. Because its compatibility with 
the imperatives of a general deterritorialization and 
flexibilization is rarely questioned, critics see in the 
grand concept of "self-organization" little more than 
the fetish of an apolitical rhetoric of adaptation. 


And yet, anti-neoliberalism doesn't always do 
justice to the general ethos of self-actualization and 
-organization that influences the debate over a 
"civic" society. The desire for autonomy and self- 
determination is actually profoundly at odds with 
statist traditions that reduce citizens to mere 
objects of bureaucratic management. There is 
general support for an opening of the state through 
the extension of grassroots mechanisms _ of 
participation (plebiscites), the need to codify a 
"freedom of information" in the sense of free access 
to public documents is widely recognized. The 
autonomy of individual actors could be greatly 
enhanced through new forms of labor organization 
or childcare services. There is an abundance of 
creative examples on what a different division of 
labor between state, economy, and society might 
look like - the political controversy over the role the 
structures of civil society could play is, after all, just 
beginning. 


Civil Society as a Transnational Project 


The national vision of the symbiosis between a self- 
regulating economy and a self-organizing civil 
society obscures the transnational dynamic of 
globalization. National and international activities of 
civil society actors, corporations, and above all the 
state have become deeply intertwined: the "lean" 
state, for instance, is one of the main protagonists 
in an accelerating deterritorialization of the global 
economy. States have yet to establish effective 
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mechanisms of regulation on the transnational level 
to offset the destabilizing effects of deregulation on 
the national level. But the lament of a "loss of state 
sovereignty" is still more common than the sober 
acknowledgment that states themselves are, to a 
large degree, responsible for this development. In 
the meantime, the regulatory vacuum is being filled 
by others, primarily corporate institutions like the 
World Trade Organization or the World Economic 
Forum initiated and supported by global business 
elites. 


The question of the possible elements of a future 
international civil society, including mechanisms of 
corporate accountability and non-military conflict 
resolution, might be made available to a 
transnational public, has moved to the center of the 
controversy around neoliberal globalization. Even 
within the limited context of the European Union, it 
remains unclear which forms of federalism and 
subsidiarity might be most effective in advancing 
civil and human rights. Movement activists have at 
least succeeded, however, in making these 
questions the topic of international debate. 


Transnational Civil Society as Network Society 


In 1998, a study published by the RAND 
Corporation, a think tank close to the US 
Department of Defense, warned that "social net 
wars" might constitute an important security threat 
in the future, not easily understood through 
traditional paradigms of national security. The 
analysis is based on the Mexican movement of the 
Zapatistas, who created international pressure on 
local governments through the _ transnational 
mobilization of civil society actors. The national 
vision of a civil society leaves no room for such a 
"trans-localism." On the contrary, the hope that 
increased civic activism will make up for social 
services no longer provided by the state seems 
animated by the assumption that the immediacy of 
social contact is the primary, if not exclusive source 
of authentic community and solidarity. 


The term "network society," on the other hand, was 
coined to come to terms with the deterritorialization 
of new forms of community and organization. In the 
context of the material conditions of "access" to 
new mechanisms of political participation, it also 
raises the question of "participatory justice." Visions 
of an_ electronic public sphere, where a 
deterritorialized "demos" is expected to assert and 
reappropriate its sovereignty, often tend to abstract 
all-too-quickly from the material preconditions of 
political equality. 
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But even the paradigm of "self-organization" refers, 
at least implicitly, to the central promise of the new 
communication technologies: interactivity and 
networking. The "enabling state" appeals to this 
vision as well: the "openness" of its institutions will 
be demonstrated primarily in the context of the 
network society, facilitating the "interactive" shift 
from consumption to production, from information 
to self-organization. It remains to be seen whether 
the project of administrative reform and the 
creation of new "civic interfaces" between state 
apparatuses and citizenry will also extend the scope 
of political communication beyond its traditional 
limitations. Future mechanisms of an_ electronic 
democratization of the parliamentary system might, 
in turn, help develop "deterritorialized" mechanisms 
of accountability and _ participation on _ the 
transnational level. 


The Privatization of World Politics 


A great number of the non-state actors in the 
arenas of world politics are non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs). The somewhat vague term 
refers to a multiplicity of organizations within 
international civil society. Even though the most 
prominent among them - Greenpeace and Amnesty 
International come to mind - have been hailed as 
protagonists of a "world conscience," they cannot 
actually lay claim to a greater degree of democratic 
legitimation than the transnational institutions they 
would like to transform. Particularist interests are 
expanded into universal norms to force the 
"international community" to act on any number of 
- legitimate - issues. Their professionalization has 
increased the distance to their grassroots 
constituency. Often filling the vacuum left by the 
retreat of the state, many of them have come to 
assume-quasi-official responsibilities, especially in 
the areas of development and human rights. 
Observers have lost some of their early enthusiasm 
over the "NGO Revolution" and come to observe the 
dynamic of a "privatization of world politics" more 
critically. Once again, this raises the question 
whether a "global public" might have to create new 
mechanisms of accountability and control. 


Transnationality & The Transformation of Citizenship 


The question of the role of "citizens" is also a 
question of the nation which underwrites their legal 
identity and guarantees basic rights of participation. 
The discussion over the future of civic engagement 
must address that "citizens" active in transnational 
organizations increasingly intervene in_ political 
processes beyond national boundaries. Migrants, on 
the other hand, are involved in multiple forms of 


4 


attac 


"civic" engagement even though the countries they 
live in may never fully integrate them into their 
legal order. 


These development expose the limits of the concept 
of a - national or international - civil society, but 
also of traditional notions of citizenship and 
sovereignty. The philosopher Giorgio Agamben has 
therefore suggested to rethink our entire vocabulary 
of the political and take the figure of the stateless 
as point of departure. From their position, the 
mechanisms of exclusion that constitute a "civil" 
society are more likely to come into view than from 
the position of the "citizens" who can mobilize their 
legal identity without having to think about its 
conceptual and material conditions. 


An exclusive focus on the actual - or apparent - 
"neoliberalism" of concepts like "civic" or civil 
society may not do justice to these questions. 
Ultimately, they represent an opportunity to take up 
and radicalize the controversy over how the 
structures of self-organization might be used, 
including the possibility to create alternative 
institutions for the self-organization of a 
deterritorialized multitude. 


Soenke Zehle 
Contact for this article. 
http: // wastun. org/tapestry 


info@wastun.org9 - 





The upside down world of neo-liberal 
economics 


By Jamie Morgan 
Private language, public vocabulary 


It is often remarked that neo-liberal economists 
speak their own highly idiosyncratic language. 
Rather like the Mason's that language has a private 
core that is incomprehensible to the majority anda 
public vocabulary, which since it derives its power 
from that incomprehensible private core, can be 
difficult to effectively critique since the ready 
response of the neo-liberal economist is that 
criticism is misplaced - one simply does not/cannot 
understand. Technocratic variations on_ this 
response have long been the principal weapon in 
the armoury of organisations that justify or simply 
dismiss the dangers of rapid global capital flows in 
search of that extra tenth of a percent return. It is 
also the response of choice of the World Bank and 
the IMF, despite Joseph Stiglitz' defection and all 
evidence to the contrary concerning’ the 
effectiveness of their conditional loans and 
economic governance policies. But what does it 
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mean when they say “We know what we are doing, 
leave it to us”? 


The private language of neo-liberal economics is 
one of mathematical method. As J ohn Galbraith has 
noted, the economics profession is organised 
hierarchically, with heterodox economics at its base, 
neo-liberal economics at the top and the most 
mathematical forms of neo-liberal economics at its 
apex. A survey by the American Commission on 
Graduate Education in Economics states quite 
clearly that fluency in this private language is a 
passport to prestige and advancement. This 
tendency towards the increasing mathematisation of 
economics means that if some aspect of behaviour 
cannot be measured and assigned a numerical value 
it is irrelevant. All relevant economic behaviour is 
quantifiable and can be expressed in terms of a few 
basic principles that in turn allow highly complex 
calculus and regression analysis. Relevance is 
therefore about what is appropriate to method 
rather than what is interesting about some aspect 
of the world. This in itself would not be an 
insurmountable problem if it were not for the 
foundational assumption about economic behaviour 
to which it is applied. 


Neo-liberalism assumes that wo/men are hardwired 
to follow self-interests and that our self-interests 
are ultimately collectively positive. One can't help 
thinking what a_ different vision neo-liberal 
economics would've mapped out for us with its 
forbidding formulae and graphical illustrations had it 
begun from the assumption that wo/men are 
hardwired to cooperate and share. Unfortunately, it 
follows the same path as many of the early 
Enlightenment figures with its rather negative view 
of human nature and optimistic view of the 
competitive consequences of this negative human 
nature. Neo-liberalism pre-empts Gordon Gecko - 
greed is good. When all the wo/men in the market 
place are greedy together, a spontaneous and ideal 
order emerges. In this sense, all market places are 
the same. Pigs, bombs and currency are 
interchangeable. This private language of 
measurable movable quantities views the economy 
as a set of scales that tend in the natural order of 
things towards balance. As much greed as is 
possible is satisfied within the constraint of scarce 
resources. This (with a straight face) is called 
optimum social welfare. In the competitive nature 
of the marketplace one wo/man may triumph and 
accumulate far in excess of the others on the basis 
of his superior characteristics of greed. This (still 
with a straight face) is also called optimum social 
welfare. Everybody had a chance to participate and 
it is the total satisfaction of greed not the 
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distribution that counts. Competitive greed is the 
given. Since it is innate it exists in all times and 
places. As a_- result, neo-liberal economics 
marginalizes history, geography and _ institutional 
rules or rather turns the world of history, geography 
and institutions upside down. 


Places, times and organisations are where wo/men 
have ideas. They are where we critically reflect on 
society, nature and our relations to them. 
Unfortunately, ideas get in the way of the 
functioning of neo-liberal economic models. Ideas 
mean that though in the past action A was to be 
followed by action B, tomorrow this may not be the 
case. This makes for difficult mathematics even if 
those actions are quantifiably self-interested in the 
traditional neo-liberal sense. If patterns only 
emerge after the fact neo-liberal economics 
becomes the ‘dismal science’ we all know it to be. 
And what of ideas that are not easily reduced to 
quantification - what about values that emerge 
from the horror that statistics can show us - of 
poverty, famine and inequality (that are perfectly 
compatible with optimum social welfare in neo- 
liberal models)? What of ideas like global equality, 
justice, human rights, animal rights, and 
environmental awareness? These ideas ‘distort’ the 
natural order and its balance throwing it out of the 
equilibrium that simple unimpeded self-interest 
would ensure. In the logic of neo-liberal economics 
we are own worst enemy because it is our good 
ideas that make reality so much less satisfactory 
than theory. 


The neo-liberal solution to this situation is simple. 
Instead of seeking theory that explains reality, one 
should make reality conform to theory. This is how 
neo-liberal economics turns the world upside down. 
History is to be vanquished, places homogenised 
and institutions flattened. When Heikki Patomaki 
argues that the OECD report with its neo-liberal 
framework simply isn't geared to deal with crises 
and instability in FOREX markets, this is what he 
means. It's not so much that neo-liberal economists 
don't see the problem rather they see it upside 
down. They see it in terms of a theory that is like 
the headmaster who thinks his school would run far 
more efficiently without any students. The neo- 
liberal solution is that we should have fewer good 
ideas. This is where the private language of neo- 
liberal economics becomes a public vocabulary. 
Ideas like the Tobin Tax are anathema because 
inaction, non-intervention and withdrawal are neo- 
liberal watchwords. According to the _ public 
vocabulary of the neo-liberal economist, the 
purpose of the state is to serve precisely the higher 
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purpose of (competitive greed) harmony despite us. 
Individualism is its collective credo. 


Neo-liberal individualism means we are free to be 
different so long as we all behave the same, 
according to the model for universal harmony. 
Behaving the same means wanting the same kinds 
of things. It means a treadmill of working to own 
and of owning to consume, in order to work some 
more in order to own some more. If we worry about 
the consequences of this cycle, if we wonder 
whether this is all there is, if we choose to act 
collectively, we are, according to the neo-liberal 
economist, confusing the economic and the non- 
economic. Bringing political and social values into 
areas where technical economic decisions rule. At 
the same time we are going against our own self- 
interest by distorting the processes that would 
guarantee harmony. We do _ not’ understand 
economics that is the economist's job and we 
should leave them to it. 


For the neo-liberal economist we are, therefore, as 
individual as our next purchase. Such individualism 
is the difference between one cow and another cow 
to a zebra. Such individualism, with its suppression 
of ideas, is bovine in all its characteristics. 
Accepting, conforming, following... It is herd 
behaviour by any other name because individualism 
is refused the right to question the system that 
produces it. When such questions emerge they 
remain on the outside of fences in Seattle and 
Barcelona. They are a threat to the technocratic 
order because they bring with them the possibility 
that things might be otherwise and that harmony 
may not be truly harmonious. Such curiosity is not 
tolerated and states, in the name of individualism, 
inaction, non-intervention and withdrawal, organise, 
act, intervene and confront. 


The planetary vulgate 


Neo-liberal economics is the language of power. It 
is the lingua-franca of the World Bank, IMF, WTO 
and most advanced capitalist nations. But, and to 
the detriment of dissent, its public vocabulary is 
also the language of great swathes of civil society. 
Citizens are co-opted by the very language they 
use. This summer, | marked almost 400 economics 
of international trade A-level exam scripts. “Correct” 
answers included such statements as trade unions 
distort markets and the use of protectionist infant 
industry arguments by poorer nations undermines 
global competitive efficiency. The former is code for 
workers rights are wrong, the latter for least cost is 
best no matter who bears the cost of least cost. 
Winning the argument in forums such as ATTAC and 
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PAE is all the more difficult because of this and this 
problem is compounded in certain quarters by the 
manner in which a neo-liberal vocabulary subverts 
the argument. In the popular media of the US and 
UK, for example, anti-capitalist demonstrations are 
portrayed as a dramatic battle between youthful 
naivety and hardheaded expertise and experience. 
The subtext is that it is a generational conflict 
between those who have accepted the inevitable 
and those who have not. The inevitable, of course, 
is the language of the upside down world of neo- 
liberalism. The language of the bottom line, of 
forces, imperatives and the needs of the market, in 
the face of which one can but acquiesce. Dissent is 
not about competing economic visions but about 
right thinking and wrong headedness. Since it is not 
truly viewed as a clash of ideas but of generations 
many journalist's attitudes range from the 
patronising to the cynical. In either case the 
implication is that socialisation and surrender will 
take care of the problem in much the manner that 
the counter-culture of the Sixties bred the Wall 
Street operators of the Eighties. What these 
attitudes suppress is that the problem is not youth 
but the reality of poverty, famine, debt and human 
and environmental degradation. It may be that 
activists (young and old) become disillusioned by 
the scale of the problem, succumb to alienation, or 
are lost to the imperative that they too must feed 
and clothe themselves. But this only goes to 
illustrate the power and inhumanity of the human 
economic systems that the public vocabulary of 
neo-liberalism supports. The problems that critics 
touch upon remain untouched by this. Economics 
needs its own Reformation - a Martin Luther able to 
translate the language of cant and ritual into the 
common tongue. 


What is economic growth for? 


In neo-liberalism, Pareto welfare optimisation is 
about absolute values of production. It is concerned 
with distribution only in so far as this is an issue of 
the allocation of resources to increase the absolute 
value of total production. What is produced and for 
whom is not its concern. One might think that even 
in these terms, the instabilities caused by the 
increasing autonomy of finance operations from 
production would be a fundamental concern to neo- 
liberals. That this is not the case is because neo- 
liberalism conceives the world economy as a great 
machine that requires fine-tuning rather than 
redesign. Fine-tuning means getting people to act in 
more predictable ways. The system itself is not 
inherently unstable because in an upside down 
world too much intervention is the problem not the 
cure. This is rather like saying guns don't kill people 
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people kill people. The fundamental question neo- 
liberal economics cannot ask, from which all other 
questions flow, is what is economic growth for? The 
answer it cannot hear is that economics should 
account for what we live for but it is not economics 
for which we live. 

Contact for this article 
jamie@morganj58.fsnet.co.uk 





Trade Unions Call on Summit to Refocus 
Global Environmental Facility Funds 


By Lucien Royer 


Trade unions were quick to communicate with the 
WSSD government negotiators today in response to 
the recent positive news that 32 donor nations have 
pledged almost $3 billion to replenish the Global 
Environmental Facility (GEF), an unprecedented 
amount of money, aS a major boost to the 
J ohannesburg Summit. 


While the replenishment will significantly increase 
the capacity of regions and organizations to 
implement ‘environmental’ outcomes of the WSSD, 
trade unions warn of the danger that the eventual 
GEF expenditures could merely reinforce RIO92 
mistakes by failing to integrate the agency's 
programmes with the social and economic pillars of 
sustainable development. 


Replenishing the GEF must usher a new vision to 
make the Facility a prime mover of sustainable 
development in its broadest sense, they say, 
inviting the WSSD Governments to heed what they 
have already agreed to in the Action Plan text, 
adopted last J une in Indonesia, which called for the 
integration of the three pillars, and for poverty 
eradication, as well as measures to address the 
stark inequalities that have hindered sustainable 
development since RIO92. 


A trade union delegation of more than 300 
members is expected to participate in WSSD 
deliberations later this month, as representatives of 
the International Confederation of Free Trade 
Unions (ICFTU), the Trade Union Advisory 
Committee to the OECD (TUAC) and the Global 
Union Federations (GUF). Delegation 
representatives said statements that the new GEF 
funds would meaningfully address poverty issues 
were unfounded because there are NO CONCRETE 
MEASURES in place to ensure such outcomes. They 
Say: 
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NEW INSTITUTIONAL LINKAGES TO THE 
INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGNANISATION (ILO) 
are required to ensure proper implementation of the 


social dimension. Unlike the economic and 
environmental pillars, which each have inter- 
governmental bodies to oversee their 


implementation, the social pillar remains an only 
orphan. Trade Unions at WSSD will also urge 
governments to draw in the new "WORLD 
COMMISSION ON SOCIAL DIMENSION = OF 
GLOBALISATION", into the WSSD framework and 
for it to help oversee the integration of programmes 
for sustainable development, over the next decade. 


GREATER COOPERATION AMONG ILO, UNEP, WHO, 
and the GEF are a prerequisite, given the nature of 
the ‘poverty /health /environment' triad at WSSD, 
and of the need for strategic cross-sectoral planning 
combined with financial backing. These agencies 
must be given a clear mandate to cooperate during 
the post-WSSD period in joint approaches to foster 
three-pillar integration into their respective 
implementation plans." 


EMPLOYMENT, WORKPLACE STRATEGIES, and 
SOCIAL IMPLEMENTATION must be placed on the 
GEF's radar screen. While a primary environmental 
focus for GEF can remain, in_ practice its 
programmes must be made to function in tandem 
with the goals of addressing poverty, social 
exclusion and employment for women, youth and 
vulnerable groups. 


In their communication to WSSD negotiators, the 
trade unions urged that Governments support the 
development of ‘sustainable impact assessments’, 
as a remedy to current segmented ‘environmental’ 
or ‘economic’ impact assessment approaches. They 
also said the GEF could become more involved in 
research and development to promote a _ better 
understanding of the social impacts of changes and 
to foster integrated planning with environmental 
implementation. 


The unions said that the GEF could play a 
facilitating role in the development of social and 
employment indicators and to promote them, along 
with national environmental reporting and in peer 
reviews of progress. This, they say, would go a long 
way toward identifying ‘Just Transition’ measures 
for the purposes of addressing the impacts of 
change on the most vulnerable sectors of society, in 
the decade to come. 


WSSD POLITICAL DECLARATION TRADE UNIONS 
REQUEST WSSD NEGOTIATORS TO HELP REFOCUS 
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NEW GEF MULTI-BILLION DOLLAR FUND TOWARD 
"THREE PILLAR' STRATEGY. 


-Paris: Saturday, August 10, 2002 


The trade unions proposed the inclusion of the 
following text for the eventual WSSD Political 
Declaration. 


They urge it to say: 


"We set these agreements in the context of an 
integrated approach to ecosystems management to 
encourage greater international coherence. As to 
the social dimension of sustainable development, 
we call on all governments to ratify and fully 


implement currently agreed international 
Instruments, which address issues of social 
inequalities, poverty, and lack of access to 


resources, services and employment, in particular 
those adopted by the International Labour 
Organisation and by other intergovernmental 
bodies. We also commit to working with the World 
Commission on the’ Social Dimension — of 
Globalisation to implement the social dimensions of 
WSSD outcomes". 


The Trade Union WSSD Document "FASHIONING A 
NEW DEAL," is available upon request in English, 
French or Spanish. 


Contact for this article. Lucien Royer |CFTU/TUAC 
26 av. De La Grande Armee 75017 Paris (331) 5537 
3737 general tel (331) 5537 3734 direct tel (331) 
4754 9828 fax LRoyer@Compuserve.com 





Top J udges to Fortify Environmental Law 
Enforcement 


By Environment News Service (ENS) 


JOHANNESBURG, South Africa, August 16, 2002 - 
Criminals in many parts of the world are getting 
away with trade in illegal timber, endangered 
species and hazardous wastes mainly as a result of 
the lax way in which national and international laws 
covering these and other environmental crimes are 
implemented and enforced. 


To address this problem, the United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP) has invited high 
level judges from around the world to a three day 
symposium in Johannesburg in advance of the 
World Summit on Sustainable Development. 


The Global J udges Symposium, will be attended by 
some 90 justices. UNEP says it will be the largest 
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gathering of senior judges ever to _ discuss 
environmental and development issues. Co-hosted 
by Chief J ustice of South Africa Arthur Chaskalson, 
the gathering is scheduled to begin Sunday at the 
Kopanong Hotel and Conference Center. 


The symposium brings together chief justices and 
other senior judges from North America, Africa, 
Asia, Europe and Latin America as well as judges 
from the International Court of Justice and other 
international courts and tribunals. 


UNEP Executive Director Klaus Toepfer, said, "We 
have over 500 _ international and_ regional 
agreements, treaties and deals covering everything 
from the protection of the ozone layer to the 
conservation of the oceans and seas. Almost all, if 
not all, countries have national environmental laws 
too. But unless these are complied with, unless they 
are enforced, then they are little more than 
symbols, tokens, paper tigers." 


One goal of the symposium is to strengthen the 
implementation of environmentally related laws, 
another is to develop a network of judicial experts 
who will exchange ideas and judgements in the field 
of environmental and development law. 


The symposium is expected to endorse an action 
plan that will lead to better training of all sectors of 
society involved in environmental law - judges, 
prosecutors, magistrates, customs officers and the 
police. 


Weaknesses in environmental laws and_ their 
enforcement are acute in many _ developing 
countries and nations of the former Soviet Union, 
UNEP said in a statement Thursday. 


The UN environmental agency cited lack of 
resources, the difficulties of turning international 
treaties into national laws, and lack of awareness, if 
not apathy, as a result of difficult economic 
conditions as reasons why it is harder for cases to 
reach or succeed in the courts of these countries 
than in industrialized countries. 


A key part of the talks will center on access to 
information, public participation and access to 
justice as enshrined in the 1992 Principle 10 of the 
Rio Declaration on Environment and Development. 


The judges will look at global and regional ways of 
strengthening public involvement in environment 
decision making. 
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Toepfer said, "This is an issue affecting billions of 
people who are effectively being denied their rights 
and one of not only national but regional and global 
concern." 


The Global Symposium seeks to build on six 
Regional Judicial Symposia held in Africa (1996), 
South Asia (1997), South East Asia (1999), Latin 
America (2000), the Caribbean (2001) and the 
Pacific (2002). 


"lam convinced that the wisdom and stature of the 
senior judges, gathering here in Johannesburg on 
the eve of WSSD where world leaders are meeting 
to chart a new and more sustainable course for 
planet Earth, will give us an action plan that will see 
improvements for people not only in developing 
countries but for everyone, everywhere," Toepfer 
said. 


In collaboration with One World Special Reports: 
Earth Summit 2 

http: //www.oneworld. net/specialreports/earthsumm 
it2 





End Corporate Rule! Quarantine the IMF & 
World Bank 


(so their infectious vision of a world controlled by 
corporations can't infect more people)! 


CALL TO ACTION: 
September 2002 in Washington, DC 


CONFRONT the forces behind Corporate Rule and 
Corporate Sleaze! 


DEMAND real change from the U.S. Congress 
TARGET: 


* CEO Summit at the Washington Ritz-Carlton Hotel 
- September 25-27 

* IMF/World Bank Annual Meetings at IMF 
Headquarters - September 28-29 


As corporate sleaze brings down one company after 
another 


As workers in the U.S. and around the world lose 
their jobs by the thousands and their retirement 
savings by the millions 


As corporations continue to plunder "remote" lands 
and societies to make big money back in the U.S., 
Canada, J apan, and Europe 
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As governments refuse to enforce labor and 
environmental laws for fear of losing out in the race 
to attract employers 


As global institutions continue to insist they have 
the cure for poverty despite aggravating it, and 
condemning millions to misery and death, with their 
pro-corporate policies over the last 20 years. 


The visionaries who conceived a world run by 
corporations, a world which imagines profit is the 
sole legitimate motivation and business the only 
legitimate vocation, will have the audacity to gather 
in large numbers in Washington, DC this fall. 


There they will admit some mistakes, point to 
hopeful statistics, endorse some minor reforms, and 
re-assure each other, and the media gathered to 
report their predictable conclusions, that "the 
fundamentals" of the American economy, and of the 
global economic system, are sound, and will resume 
their certain course toward prosperity for all very 
very soon. 


THEY MUST LEAVE WASHINGTON CERTAIN THAT 
NO ONE BELIEVES THEM, OR IN THEM, ANY MORE! 


QUARANTINE THE BRUTES! 


How will we demonstrate the public's rejection of 
the corruption of our planet and our society? 


After careful consideration of the symptoms - 
fouling our environment; snatching our resources; 
using clever schemes and sometimes brute force to 
keep us from controlling public property; inventing 
new systems that claim the right to overrule the 
laws we pass; insisting their prescriptions will work 
if we just take more and try harder; demonstrating 
more concern about their luxuries than whether we 
live or die 


We anticipate that the people convened in 
Washington will declare the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF), the world's multinational corporations 
and their executives, the World Bank, the 
International Finance Corporation* (IFC), the 
Multilateral Guaranty Agency* (MIGA), the major 
private banking and financing institutions, and the 
World Trade Organization (WTO) 

- MORALLY BANKRUPT 

- ETHICALLY UNDERDEVELOPED 

- and HIGHLY INFECTIOUS 

and will, for the safety of the people and 
ecosystems of the District of Columbia, the United 
States, and the Rest of the World, declare a state of 
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QUARANTINE at the gathering sites of the carriers 
of these noxious viruses (a.k.a. "the Greed Bug"). 


Because the carriers of these infectious conditions 
do not themselves display the symptoms they cause 
in others, their scheduled meetings are among the 
rare opportunities to work toward the control and 
eventual elimination of their viruses. We therefore 
call on people across North America, and interested 
peoples from the rest of the world, to help create an 
effective quarantine. To save ourselves, to save this 
planet, we must prevent further contagion by the 
carriers of the Greed Bug! 


Join us in Washington for five days of marches, 
rallies, vigils, workshops, trainings, cultural events, 
creative actions, public debates, and teach-ins. Hear 
people from around the world testify about their 
struggles against the forces of diSpossession, 
unemployment, insecurity, and greed. Stand in 
solidarity with people from the Global South (Africa, 
Asia-Pacific, Latin America, and the Caribbean) - the 
areas suffering most from the epidemic of corporate 
globalization. Make another world possible! 


(* parts of the World Bank Group) 


The Global Justice Movement has been fighting 
corporate domination of the global economy and 
national politics for years. Since the WTO meetings 
in Seattle at the end of 1999, we've also been 
getting a lot of media attention. But after 
September 11th, many people wrote off the 
movement as irrelevant - despite the fact that 
nothing had changed in the way the global 
economy, or global politics, worked. 


Today, the arguments of the Global Justice 
Movement are being proved more correct every 
day. We warned about the corruption at the heart of 
the corporate-dominated global economic system. 
We warned about the slide to _ ecological 
devastation. We warned that the remedies of the 
IMF and World Bank were making lives worse 
instead of better. 


Some of the best-known personalities close to the 
decision-making are beginning to agree we have 
been right. The former Chief Economist of the World 
Bank, Nobel Prize winner Joseph Stiglitz, has 
published a top-selling book, Globalization and Its 
Discontents, which analyzes how the IMF has 
systematically impoverished people around the 
world while protecting the wealthy. Jeffrey Sachs, 
one of the creators of "shock therapy" economics in 
Eastern Europe and Russia, now advocates that 
impoverished countries repudiate the debts that 
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multilateral institutions and wealthy governments 
claim. And Paul Krugman, MIT economics professor 
and New York Times columnist, wrote on August 12 
that he was being forced, by the sheer weight of 
evidence, particularly in Latin America, to re- 
consider his long-time support for the economic 
prescriptions of privatization and_ corporate 
globalization. 


Now Argentina, for years an IMF star student, has 
fallen into the worst economic depression seen 
since the 1930s (outside the most impoverished 
countries, which have lived under such conditions 
for many years). The IMF continues to demand 
more austerity, more belt-tightening, even though 
Argentina has in every sense run out of belts. 
Turkey, strategically located, continues to get one 
IMF program after another, running its debt levels 
ever-higher, even as its political system implodes. 


In other countries of South America which followed 
Argentina's lead and began privatizing their utilities 
and health and education systems -- Peru, 
Colombia, Ecuador, Paraguay, and Bolivia -- large- 
scale protests have broken out, forcing the 
governments to back down and restore public 
resources to the public. 


In the world's poorest region, sub-Saharan Africa, 
governments are prevented by health care systems 
devastated by IMF/World Bank programs and finally 
privatized, and by arcane patent laws, from treating 
their people in the midst of the worst epidemic of 
the last 500 years, one which has already cost 
millions of lives. 


Finally, the global economic system is exposed for 
encouraging large-scale criminal enterprises (and, 
through derivatives and other arcane financial 
"instruments," virtual casinos) under the cover of 
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U.S. corporations, banks, and __ lackadaisical 
regulatory agencies. The credibility and prestige of 
the United States has been wasted, and the pain is 
felt by the most vulnerable. Laid-off workers have 
had their pensions effectively stolen by people who 
already had more money than they could ever 
spend. African farmers find that the global market 
will not pay them enough for their crops to break 
even. Latin American workers find that the 
privatization they were promised would bring 
improvements is actually bringing water bills 
equivalent to 25% of their monthly income, 
telephone service in danger of being cut off to 
unprofitable regions, and electricity systems in the 
hands of foreign corporations guaranteed a profit 
without obligations. 


The corruption has gone very deep. We must 
quarantine it now, and prevent more lives from 
being devastated or lost. 


Schedule of events: 

- Sept 26-29 Convergence of organizers and 
activists. Trainings, teach-ins, and coordination for 
the Fall and beyond 

- Sept. 25-27 CEO Summit, Ritz Carlton Hotel 

- Sept. 26th Power for the People / Clean Energy 
Rally (day) Interfaith Vigil (evening) 

- Sept. 27th Anti-Capitalist Convergence Action (see 
www. abolishthebank.org) 

- Sept. 28th-29th IMF & World Bank Group Annual 
meetings Sept. 

- 28th Mobilization for Global Justice Rally & March 
(day) Quarantine Actions (evening) 

- Sept. 29th TBA 





From Washington to Quito Join us for Corporate 
Fall! www. globalizethis. org 





(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 





